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Abstract 
This article documents the current classroom practice of creative arts education of 
respondent classroom teachers in the New South Wales Greater Western Region, 
Australia. The study provides a descriptive account of classroom practice in creative 
arts education through the employment of a quantitative methodology. A questionnaire 
was designed and distributed to teachers as the sole data collection instrument and 
analysed to identify innovative classroom practices that anticipate the needs and 
challenges of creative arts education and the young people it serves. A significant gap 
in the literature regarding the nature of creative arts education classroom practice was 
identified. The criticality that such a description of current practice be produced is 
asserted, with a view towards illuminating current classroom practices and working 
towards improved models and practices of creative arts education in K-6 classrooms. 
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Introduction 

‘Arts education’ is an international term referring to education in the ‘arts’. The term ‘arts’ is 
seen to encompass different things in different contexts, including but not limited to the 
performing arts (music, dance, drama, and theatre), visual arts, media, industrial arts, and 
literary arts. In Australia, ‘the arts’ is the terminology used most commonly to refer to music, 
visual art, dance, drama, and media. In NSW primary schools, the K-6 Key Learning Area 
‘Creative Arts’ encompasses only four of these artforms; music, visual arts, dance, and drama. 
The term ‘creative arts education’ in this article is used to refer to primary school creative arts 
education in music, visual arts, dance, and drama. 

 
This article documents research undertaken to explore the classroom practice of the K-6 key 
learning area ‘Creative Arts’. The study focused on Department of Education and Training 
(DET) public primary schools within one particular geographical region (Greater Western 
Region) of New South Wales (NSW), Australia. The study identified innovative classroom 
practices that anticipate the needs and challenges of creative arts education and the young 
people it serves. The significance of this study lies in the researcher’s intention to contribute 
new knowledge to two significantly under-investigated areas in this field: the nature of 
classroom practice of creative arts education; and the study of creative arts education as an 
umbrella term within a primary school setting. 
 
Rationale for this Research 

Arts education provides students with valuable opportunities to experience and build 
knowledge and skills in self expression, imagination, creative and collaborative problem 
solving, communication, creation of shared meanings, and respect for self and others. 
Engagement in quality arts education has also been said to positively affect overall academic 
achievement, engagement in learning, and development of empathy towards others (Board of 
Studies NSW, 2006; Cornett, 2007; Deasy, 2002; Ewing, 2010; Fiske, 1999; President's 
Committee on the Arts and the Humanities, 2011; Russell-Bowie, 2006; Sinclair, Jeanneret, & 
O'Toole, 2009). 
 
Despite the intrinsic value of creative arts education, literature (Alter, Hays, & O’Hara, 2009; 
Anderson, 2003; Davis, 2008; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993; Wiggins & Wiggins, 
2008) suggests that arts education in schools in both Australia and internationally occurs 
infrequently and when it does occur it is often regarded to be substandard – not meeting the 
expectations of the curriculum. While this has been well documented in the literature for over 
a decade (Alter et al., 2009; Anderson, 2003; Davis, 2008; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 
1993; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008), what is absent is an understanding of what is happening at 
a classroom level. 
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In addition to this, the vast majority of studies in the field of creative arts education have 
focused on music and visual arts, with very few on dance or drama. Fewer still are studies 
focusing on the classroom practice of primary school creative arts education as an umbrella 
term (Klopper & Power, 2010). 
 
This research study addressed both of these shortfalls by describing the classroom practice of 
creative arts education as an umbrella term and identifying innovative practices that meet the 
needs of teachers and students, allowing recommendations and suggestions for further 
implications of continued attendance.  
 
International and National Issues Identified in the Literature  

Creative arts education in primary schools has been described as falling short of expectations 
in Australia as well as internationally (Alter et al., 2009; Anderson, 2003; Baltagi, 2007; 
Herbst, 2007; President's Committee on the Arts and the Humanities, 2011; Russell-Bowie, 
1993; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008). It has been found that in many instances, pre-service and 
in-service teacher education does not provide adequate preparation or support for generalist 
teachers to meet the expectations of the creative arts curriculum (Alter et al., 2009; Anderson, 
2003; Baltagi, 2007; Bamford, 2006; Chappell, 2007; Ewing, 2010; Leung, 2007; Pascoe et 
al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2009b). 
 
The President’s Committee on the Arts and the Humanities (2011) draws attention to the 
current international research base about arts education outcomes. Foundational studies are 
cited, including those in The Arts Education Partnership (AEP) compilations Champions of 
Change (Fiske, 1999) and Critical Links: Learning in the Arts and Student Academic and 
Social Development (Deasy, 2002). 
 
Champions of Change (Fiske, 1999) reported on seven studies indicating links between 
increased participation in the arts and increased achievement levels in reading and 
mathematics. Critical Links: Learning in the Arts and Student Academic and Social 
Development (Deasy, 2002) reported on 62 separate research studies, a large number of which 
indicated transfer of skills from arts learning experiences to learning in reading, language 
development, writing, mathematics, and science (President's Committee on the Arts and the 
Humanities, 2011).  
 
The President’s Committee on the Arts and the Humanities (2011) cites additional studies 
indicating increased academic success as an outcome of quality learning experiences in the 
arts (Bransom et al., 2010; Catterall, 2009; Israel, 2008), the benefits of arts integration for all, 
and in particular for economically disadvantaged students or students from non-English 
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speaking backgrounds (Catterall & Waldorf, 1999; DeMoss & Morris, 2002; Ingram & 
Reidell, 2003), and neurological research indicating positive outcomes of arts education 
enhancing learning and skills transfer (Asbury & Rich, 2008; Rudacliffe, 2010; Shanahan et 
al., 2010). 
 
The key overarching international and national issues identified in the literature include: 
 

• teachers’ personal experience in creative arts (Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2002);  
• adequacy of pre-service teacher education (Alter et al., 2009; Davis, 2008; Duncum, 

1999; Herbst, 2007; Pascoe et al., 2005);  
• teacher confidence (Alter et al., 2009; Davis, 2008; Dunkin, 2004; Ewing, 2010; 

Hudson & Hudson, 2007; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2002, 2009a; 
Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008; Wright, 1999);  

• the state of K-6 creative arts education (Alter et al., 2009; Anderson, 2003; Baltagi, 
2007; President's Committee on the Arts and the Humanities, 2011; Russell-Bowie, 
1993; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008);  

• the perceived ‘crowded curriculum’ (Alter et al., 2009; Anderson, 2003; Davis, 2008; 
Dunkin, 2004; Espeland, 2007; Hudson & Hudson, 2007; McDonald, 2010; Pascoe et 
al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2002, 2009a; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005);  

• the perceived lack of support offered to in-service teachers (Alter et al., 2009; 
Anderson, 2003; Baltagi, 2007; Bamford, 2006; Chappell, 2007; Leung, 2007; 
McDonald, 2010; Pascoe et al., 2005; Rusinek, 2007; Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2009b; 
Zen Eddine, 2005); and  

• the generalist versus specialist debate (Alter et al., 2009; Pascoe et al., 2005; Wiggins 
& Wiggins, 2008). 

 
The literature indicates a self-perpetuating cycle. Potential educators in many cases enter pre-
service teacher education with an initial lack of background experiences and content 
knowledge in one or more areas of creative arts education (Dunkin, 2004; Hudson & Hudson, 
2007; Russell-Bowie, 2002; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008; 
Wright, 1999). This leads to the apparent insufficiency of pre-service teacher education to 
addressing this deficit (Davis, 2008; Pascoe et al., 2005). Following this, these teachers enter 
classrooms with a lack of pedagogical content knowledge and lack of confidence in teaching 
creative arts (Dunkin, 2004; Ewing, 2010; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993; Wiggins 
& Wiggins, 2008), and subsequently their students receive a less than adequate education in 
the arts (Alter et al., 2009; Anderson, 2003; Baltagi, 2007; Davis, 2008; Herbst, 2007; Pascoe 
et al., 2005; President's Committee on the Arts and the Humanities, 2011; Russell-Bowie, 
1993; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008). These are the next generation of potential teachers – and so 
the cycle continues. The literature points to the need for change in order to ‘break’ this cycle. 
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This research study makes a contribution to this endeavour through the investigation of 
current classroom practice in Australia, NSW, using data extrapolated from a study of primary 
school classrooms.  
 
The lack of confidence felt by generalists in relation to creative arts has been identified as 
influencing how these individuals initially engage in pre-service teacher education, and the 
amount and quality of creative arts they teach once in schools (Alter et al., 2009; Davis, 2008; 
Dunkin, 2004; Ewing, 2010; Hudson & Hudson, 2007; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 
1993, 2002, 2009a; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008; Wright, 
1999). Lack of value for creative arts felt by teachers and the education system as a whole has 
also been seen as a factor, as has the perceived ‘crowded curriculum’ (Alter et al., 2009; 
Anderson, 2003; Davis, 2008; Dunkin, 2004; Ewing, 2010; Hudson & Hudson, 2007; Pascoe 
et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2002, 2009a; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005).  
 
A major gap exists in the literature regarding what is actually happening at a classroom level 
i.e. the nature of creative arts education classroom practice. None of the aforementioned 
studies describe this in detail, and no literature has been located describing the classroom 
practice of creative arts education as an umbrella term. It is crucial that such a description of 
current practice be produced in order for principals, teachers, pre-service teacher educators, 
curriculum developers, and other interested parties to ascertain what is working and what is 
not, and to work towards improved models and practices of creative arts education in our K-6 
classrooms, as well as in pre-service teacher education and in-service professional 
development. 
 

Research Questions 

The study addressed the following research question and sub-questions: 

What is the current classroom practice of creative arts education in the K-6 
classrooms of NSW Greater Western Region DET schools? 

1. Who is responsible for teaching creative arts in primary schools and what do we 
know about them? 

2. What is the nature of classroom practice in each artform in the K-6 classrooms of 
NSW Greater Western Region DET schools? 

3. What are respondent teachers’ opinions and perceptions in relation to issues 
identified in the literature? 
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Method 

A descriptive research study employing a quantitative methodology was used to address the 
research questions. The questionnaire was distributed to teachers to produce data for analysis 
in order to describe the current creative arts education practices being employed by classroom 
K-6 teachers in the NSW Greater Western Region. 
 
Questionnaire as Research Instrument  

A questionnaire instrument was deemed most suitable for use in this research as the main 
purposes of survey research identified by Gall, Gall, & Borg (2007) – to collect data about 
phenomena that are not directly observable, and to collect data about observable phenomena 
in a convenient way – are most applicable to this study. 
 
Strengths of survey research include the ability to sample a large number of respondents from 
a wide geographical area at low cost, and also within a short amount of time (Gall et al., 
2007). Limitations of survey research include not being able to probe deeply, and inability to 
clarify meaning of questions or responses of participants (Gall et al., 2007). These strengths 
and limitations are relevant to this research, with the strengths contributing to the decision for 
use of the questionnaire instrument. Limitations were addressed through the careful 
construction of the questionnaire with due consideration given to these aspects. 
 
In designing the questionnaire, questionnaire items were derived from issues identified 
through a close examination of the relevant literature. Each questionnaire item serves to 
ascertain either: demographic information about respondents; information directly linked to 
one or more of the issues identified in the literature; or respondents’ perceptions in relation to 
issues identified in the literature.  
 
The two main response formats used throughout the questionnaire instrument were: close-
ended, which simplify the quantification and analysis of results and require minimal effort 
from respondents (Bourque & Fielder, 1995); and open-ended, which allow the respondent to 
respond freely using his or her own language, and used in instances where greater detail and 
more options for response are desired (Bourque & Fielder, 1995). 
 

Participants 

The target population of this research study consisted of generalist classroom teachers in 
mainstream public K-6 DET schools in the NSW Greater Western Region. A sample of this 
population was obtained using proportional stratified cluster random sampling. As a 
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combination of the cluster and stratification sampling methods (Wiseman, 1999) this enabled 
the researcher to select schools (i.e. clusters) rather than individual teachers, and ensure that a 
proportional amount of identifiable subgroups (i.e. strata) were included in the sample. 
 
In this study, the identified strata are school size and transfer points. Proportional stratified 
cluster random sampling is sampling in which ‘clusters’ of participants are selected by first 
identifying subgroups in the population, then drawing a random sample of clusters from each 
of these subgroups, ensuring that the proportion of clusters in each subgroup of the sample is 
equal to the proportion of clusters in the entire population. The sample in this study is all 
selected schools, and the potential participants were all teachers within the selected schools. 
Actual participants were all potential participants who returned completed questionnaires to 
the researcher. 
 
In order to ensure a minimum 95% confidence that the sample is representative of the 
population, a table of sample sizes required for selected populations (Wiseman, 1999) was 
consulted to determine the required minimum sample size for the population. Based on this 
approach and a predicted return rate of 55%, 108 schools were selected. It was estimated that 
in total, there were approximately 500 teachers in the selected schools. Due to the fact that the 
sample consists of a large number of small schools (and the smaller the school the less 
teachers at that school), a proportionately larger number of small schools were selected in 
order to investigate differences in perspectives across schools of different sizes. 100% of 
small schools (3 classes or less) were selected, and a random sample of 50% of schools from 
each other category. 
 
By the end of the data collection timeframe, 66 questionnaire instruments were returned to the 
investigator. This equates to a return rate of 13.2%. This being less than the estimated return 
rate of 55%, around which the sampling methodology was based, the authors acknowledge 
that representativeness of the data to the target population is limited. Such limitations were 
primarily due to the time and financial constraints of an honours study. This study obtained 
only the viewpoint of teachers, and only of teachers in one specific geographical location. The 
questionnaire instrument utilised mainly close-ended item formats, which are restrictive and 
thus limit the information that is collected and subsequently analysed.  
 
Participants were representative of a wide range of contexts. Slightly more respondents were 
teaching at a large school (16 or more classes) (40.9%) or medium school (5-15 classes) 
(36.4%) compared to a small school (1-4 classes) (22.7%). This was to be expected given that 
smaller schools have fewer teachers on the faculty. With regards to class size, less than half 
(30.3%) of respondent teachers were teaching a class of 20 students or less, while a large 
proportion (66.6%) were teaching a class of 21 students or more. There was a reasonably even 
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representation of participants across each category of grade taught. Just less than half (48.5%) 
of respondents taught a multi-grade class, and just over half (51.5%) taught a single-grade 
class. 
 

Procedure 

Questionnaire distribution and collection 

Initial contact was made with principals of schools in the sample via phone to seek permission 
to invite teachers at their school to take part in this research. Once this permission was 
obtained, a letter to principals was distributed describing the research and what was involved 
in participating. In order to maximise response rates, follow-up procedures were undertaken. 
Approximately one week after the questionnaires were distributed to each school, the 
researcher phoned the principal to check that the package was received and ascertain whether 
there were any queries or concerns. This phone call also served to politely and enthusiastically 
remind the principals of the importance of their school’s contribution to the research project. 
 
Data analysis 

Data were pre-coded in the questionnaire prior to distribution, with numerical codes assigned 
to each possible response for each variable. Data from completed and returned questionnaires 
was entered directly into a SPSS data set by the researcher, minimising entry errors and 
inconsistencies and simplifying the process of preparing data for analysis by this package. 
 
The data set was ‘cleaned’ prior to conducting data analysis by checking for and correcting 
any identifiable errors in the data set through examining the distribution of each variable and 
detecting any out-of-range or unrealistic values, then locating the cases containing these 
values and checking against the original questionnaire. 
 
Descriptive analysis was conducted on the cleaned data set in SPSS. The distribution of 
responses on each variable was analysed and possible relationships between variables were 
explored. 
 

Results and Discussion 

The discussion has been organised into sub-sections to reflect the key issues identified in the 
literature. This has been done within the bounds of addressing each research sub-question. 

Sub-question 1: Who is responsible for teaching creative arts in primary schools and 
what do we know about them? 
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The majority of respondents were female, late career teachers, aged 45-66 yrs old, who had 
obtained a teaching qualification in NSW, Australia. 
Teachers’ personal experience in creative arts 

39 (59.1%) respondents indicated that they have a personal interest in music, 44 (66.7%) in 
visual art, 24 (26.4%) in drama, and 21 (31.8%) in dance. Russell-Bowie (1993, 2002) asserts 
that teachers’ lack of personal experience in music presents a barrier to the effective teaching 
of music. It is conceivable that lack of experience in other artforms may also present a barrier 
to effective teaching of the relevant artform. 
 
Participants were asked to indicate the extent of their personal experience and involvement in 
each artform prior to pre-service teacher education on a scale of 1-5, with 1 representing 
“none” and 5 representing “great deal”. Half or more of respondents in this study indicated 
that the extent of their personal experience and involvement in an artform was none or limited 
in relation to music (50.0%), drama (68.1%), and dance (69.7%), and close to half indicated 
the same for visual art (48.5%). Overall, respondents reported more involvement in visual arts 
and music than in drama and dance. 
 
This is consistent with the findings of Russell-Bowie (2002) in relation to music and Dunkin 
(2004) in relation to dance, with Russell-Bowie (2002) finding that only 21% of respondents 
felt that they had a good musical background, and Dunkin (2004) finding that approximately 
50% of respondents had no prior outside of school dance experience, and 32% could not recall 
participating in dance activities at school. 
 
Viewing the findings of the present study in light of Russell-Bowie’s (1993, 2002) assertion, 
teaching of creative arts in the classrooms of the majority of respondent teachers may be 
negatively impacted due to their self-acknowledged lack of experience in this area. 
 

Adequacy of pre-service teacher education 

4 (6.1%) respondents indicated that they undertook no creative arts subjects within their pre-
service teacher education course, while 14 (21.2%) indicated that they had undertaken one 
creative arts subject, 21 (31.8%) had undertaken two creative arts subjects, and 26 (39.4%) 
more than two creative arts subjects. 
 
Participants were asked to specify what percentage of this time was devoted to each artform. 
The large majority of responses for all artforms indicated that less than 25% of respondents’ 
pre-service creative arts education was devoted to any one particular artform. Only four 
respondents indicated that 51-75% of pre-service creative arts education was devoted to visual 



 
IJEA Vol. 12 No. 11 - http://www.ijea.org/v12n11/ 10 
 
 
art or to music, and no respondents indicated that more than 75% was devoted to any of the 
artforms.  
 
The literature suggests that in general, pre-service teacher education does not adequately 
prepare teachers for the expectations of the creative arts curriculum (Alter et al., 2009; Davis, 
2008; Duncum, 1999; Pascoe et al., 2005). The teachers involved in this study confirm this 
dissatisfaction with the pre-service preparation they received for teaching the artforms. Both 
the National Review of School Music Education (Pascoe et al., 2005) and First We See: The 
National Review of Visual Education (Davis, 2008) identified a need for improvement of pre-
service teacher education in these artforms. 
 
Consistent with this, the results of this study indicated that the majority of respondents felt 
their pre-service education in drama and dance to be less than adequate, while with regards to 
music and visual art, a slim majority felt their pre-service education to be ‘adequate’. 
 
Overall, respondents believed their pre-service education to be better in visual art and music 
than in drama and dance. This is consistent with responses indicating that more time was 
allocated to visual art and music respectively than to dance and drama. 
 
Teachers entering the profession feeling ill-prepared to teach the arts is reflected in the 
amount and quality of the creative arts education they subsequently teach. It can thus be 
projected that for a large percentage of generalist teachers, the amount and quality of creative 
arts education they teach is not to the level that could otherwise be achieved if improvements 
in pre-service teacher education were instituted, as recommended by both the National Review 
of School Music Education (Pascoe et al., 2005) and First We See: The National Review of 
Visual Education (Davis, 2008). 
 

In-service professional development 

Notably, close to half of the respondents indicated that they had never undertaken in-service 
professional development in music (42.4%) or visual art (47.0%), and more than half 
indicated that they had never undertaken in-service professional development in drama 
(62.1%) or dance (65.2%). It is interesting to note that although more respondents perceived 
their pre-service education to be inadequate in drama and dance than the other artforms, it is 
drama and dance in which the least amount of in-service professional development is 
undertaken. Of those who did undertake in-service professional development at some stage 
during their career, in most cases it was during only one of the specified time periods. Overall, 
the years in which the greatest amount of in-service training was undertaken by respondents 
was during 2002-2005, the period in which implementation of the current syllabus first began, 
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followed closely by the years 1999-2001, the years in which training began for the current 
syllabus. With respect to the level of impact that in-service professional development 
undertaken had on subsequent teaching practices, 4 (6.1%) respondents perceived this to be 
‘none’, 3 (4.5%) ‘minimal’, 20 (30.3%) ‘some’, 10 (15.2%) ‘considerable’, and 3 (4.5%) 
‘definitive’. 
 
The findings of this study are concurrent with Garvis (2010) in which only two respondents in 
the sample (N=201) reported having undertaken professional development in the arts, with 
some reporting their requests for access to in-service professional development opportunities 
being denied. 
 
Teacher confidence 

Lack of confidence felt by generalists in relation to creative arts has been identified as 
influencing how these individuals initially engage in pre-service teacher education, and the 
amount and quality of creative arts they teach once in schools (Alter et al., 2009; Davis, 2008; 
Dunkin, 2004; Hudson & Hudson, 2007; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2002, 
2009a; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008; Wright, 1999). 
 
Two main factors have been shown to impact upon pre-service teachers’ confidence and self-
efficacy in creative arts education: background experiences in creative arts prior to pre-service 
teacher education; and studies in creative arts education undertaken within the generalist pre-
service teacher education course (Dunkin, 2004; Russell-Bowie, 2002; Russell-Bowie & 
Dowson, 2005). 
 
When asked what contributed to their level of confidence in teaching creative arts, 48.5% of 
respondents identified experience (personal and/or professional) as a contributing factor, 
12.1% personal ability, 4.5% use of commercial kits / ideas from others, 16.7% personal 
interest and enjoyment in an artform, and 7.6% professional development courses. This is 
consistent with the literature sourced that indicates experience in an artform is one of the two 
main contributing factors to confidence in teaching it. 
 
When asked their level of confidence in teaching each artform, the majority of responses for 
each artform fell within the ‘moderate’ category. This stands in contrast to the findings of 
relevant literature (Dunkin, 2004; Russell-Bowie, 2002; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005) 
given the low levels of experience and perceived adequacy of pre-service arts education that 
respondents reported in this study. This discrepancy could perhaps be accounted for by the 
central tendency effect whereby respondents opt for the middle option in Likert scale response 
format (Thomas & Jones, 1962). Given that the large majority of respondents were late career 
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teachers, an alternate explanation is that respondents’ extensive teaching experience may have 
contributed to their teaching confidence in general. 
 
Visual art was the artform in which respondents reported both the greatest experience and 
greatest level of confidence. Responses indicating ‘low’ or ‘very low’ confidence in teaching 
an artform however were most prominent in relation to music. This is interesting considering 
that overall respondents indicated greater experience in music than in dance or drama. Again 
this seems counterintuitive given the relationship between experience and confidence 
suggested by the literature. Perhaps there is another contributing factor influencing this 
anomaly. Further research into this area would need to be undertaken in order to determine 
this. 
 
Overall, visual art was identified by the majority of respondents as the artform most preferred 
to teach, with music receiving the greatest number of responses as second or fourth 
preference. Drama and dance were predominantly selected as third preference. It is 
conceivable that confidence in an artform affects teaching preference, and this would certainly 
be consistent with the relationship between these findings and those indicating that visual art 
was identified by respondents as the area in which they were most confident teaching and in 
which most prefer to teach, and dance and drama were identified least frequently in both 
categories, with music in between. 
 

Sub-question 2: What is the nature of classroom practice in each artform in the K-6 
classrooms of NSW Greater Western Region DET schools? 

 
The state of K-6 creative arts education 

Creative arts education in primary schools in Australia and internationally has been described 
as falling short of expectations. The state of primary creative arts education has been 
described as less than satisfactory in a number of studies (Alter et al., 2009; Anderson, 2003; 
Russell-Bowie, 1993; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008). 
 
In this study, respondents were asked to rate the current state of each artform as either 
‘extremely poor’, ‘poor’, ‘satisfactory’, ‘good’, or ‘extremely good’. The large majority of 
responses in relation to each artform were in the ‘satisfactory’ category (visual art 51.5%; 
music 45.5%; drama 50.0%; dance 45.5%). In relation to music, dance, and drama, the second 
largest number of responses was in the ‘poor’ category, while in relation to visual art, the 
second most responses were in the ‘good’ category. Reasons given include: “Creative arts 
given low priority by schools – arts not seen as academic / focus is more on literacy and 
numeracy” (15.2%); “Lack of teacher expertise and/or confidence” (6.0%); “Expresses belief 
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that his/her school does not provide satisfactory creative arts education for students or that 
teachers ‘could do more’” (7.5%); “Expresses belief that his/her school is providing 
satisfactory Creative Arts education for students” (8, 12.1%); and “Children enjoy 
participating” (3.0%). 
 
It is noted that visual art is the artform in which respondents report having the most 
experience, in which the majority of pre-service education is undertaken and in which 
respondents report the greatest level of satisfaction with their pre-service teacher education. It 
is also the artform in which respondents report the greatest level of confidence, and is 
perceived by the majority of respondents to be taught to a better standard than the other 
artforms. It was also found that overall, more time was allocated to teaching of visual art than 
to other artforms. 
 
More than three-quarters of respondents indicated that they have access to the majority of 
resources listed on the questionnaire instrument (those recommended for use by the NSW 
Creative Arts Syllabus (Board of Studies NSW, 2006) and/or literature), with the exception of 
the following to which less than 70% of respondents reported having access: oil paints 
(42.4%), paint rollers (68.2%), clay (63.6%), plasticine (69.7%), lino tools (43.9%), lino 
blocks (39.4%), and fabrics (66.7%) for use in visual art; and props (47.0%) and costumes 
(57.6%) for use in drama. 
 
Where respondents reported having access to musical instruments for teaching purposes, in 
the majority of cases they reported having access to less than 10 of each instrument (with the 
notable exception of recorders, in which the majority of respondents indicate they have access 
to more than 25 of these). Seventy percent of respondents’ classes consist of 21 students or 
more. It can be assumed that access to instruments for each student is limited resulting in a 
limited provision of active music making with instruments for all children. 
 
There are a number of resources available to teachers supplied by the DET. Findings reveal 
that the DET resources most used by respondent teachers in developing learning experiences 
in each artform are the Creative Arts K-6 Syllabus (Board of Studies NSW, 2006) and the 
Creative Arts K-6 Units of Work (Board of Studies NSW, 2000). A larger number of 
participants reported using these two resources in planning for music and visual art learning 
experiences compared to dance and drama learning experiences. Overall, respondents reported 
using resources more in the planning of learning experiences in music as opposed to any other 
artform. Possible reasons for the syllabus and units of work documents being those most used 
include: these being much easier to access than other DET resources (available online as well 
as in print, and available at every school); focus on use of these documents during pre-service 
training; and the syllabus being the mandatory document containing the outcomes to which 
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lessons must correlate. Notably, approximately 10% of respondents report not using the 
syllabus document in planning learning experiences for their students in music (9.1%) and 
visual art (12.1%), and 19.7% report not using the syllabus document in planning for dance 
and drama learning experiences. Given that the syllabus document is the mandatory document 
to which lessons must align this is less than ideal. 
 
Nearly 50% of respondents reported that it is the class teacher only who is responsible for 
programming learning experiences in all four artforms, and around 10% reported this in each 
artform in each category for teachers of year level, teachers of stage, and whole school level 
program. Very few respondents indicated that the responsibility for programming learning 
experiences in the artforms is shared across the levels within the school. 
 
There was little variability across the individual artforms in terms of how far in advance 
learning experiences are planned. The majority of respondents (62.1% - 66.7%) indicated that 
planning is done at the beginning of each term. Approximately 20% (music: 18.2%; visual art: 
19.7%; dance: 16.7%; drama: 21.2%) indicated that planning was done at least a week before, 
1-2 days before, or the same day that the learning experience was taught. 
 
A large majority of respondents (music: 80.3%; visual art: 89.4%; dance: 83.8%; drama: 
87.9%) indicated that the classroom teacher is primarily responsible for teaching each artform 
to students in the respondent’s class. This is consistent with findings indicating that it is 
primarily the classroom teacher who is solely responsible for planning learning experiences in 
the artforms. 
 
62 (93.9%) respondents indicated that creative arts features on his or her weekly timetable, 
and 2 (3.0%) indicated that it does not. 10 (15.2%) respondents indicated that 60 minutes or 
less is dedicated to creative arts per week, 33 (50%) respondents 1-2 hours, 8 (12.1%) 2-3 
hours, and 3 (4.5%) more than 3 hours.  
 
Half or more of respondents indicated that in relation to music, dance, and drama, 30 mins or 
less is allocated on their weekly timetable, and in relation to visual arts more than half 
indicated that 30-60 mins is allocated. Overall, more time was allocated to visual art than 
other artforms, followed by music, dance, and drama respectively. This is consistent with 
findings indicating that respondent teachers were most confident and most preferred to teach 
visual art compared to the other artforms. 
 
When asked the percentage of time dedicated to particular types of activities (performing / 
organising sound / listening / making / composing / appreciating) within each artform, the 
majority of responses overall were in the 10-25% category, however a notable number of 
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Table 1. 
 

How often the specified activities (recommended by the syllabus) occur during creative arts learning experiences. 
 Music Visual Art Drama Dance 
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Students are provided with opportunities to consider 
some of the reasons why musical/visual 
art/dramatic/dance works are made 

6 27 49 7 3 3 5 38 40 6 7 32 38 14 2 11 30 29 12 3 

Students are provided with opportunities to use a range 
of traditional and contemporary technologies 2 35 44 11 2 0 11 29 41 12 17 35 30 8 3 17 26 23 9 0 

Students produce works that relate to the histories and 
traditions of music/visual art/drama/dance 15 39 30 8 0 6 20 38 24 5 17 41 26 9 0 6 39 29 8 3 

Students are provided with opportunities to appreciate 
their own works and those of others 6 27 39 18 2 2 5 29 44 14 3 15 44 21 9 3 17 41 14 11 

Students are provided with Australian examples of music 
& musicians / art and artists / drama & actors / dance & 
dancers 

3 23 38 29 0 2 12 33 36 9 17 38 27 9 2 12 36 24 6 6 

Students are provided with opportunities to experience 
the work of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples 0 27 44 18 3 0 15 35 36 6 12 41 33 5 2 8 32 32 9 5 

Aboriginal families and communities are involved in 
contributing to the curriculum 35 46 8 2 2 23 42 17 6 3 38 39 12 2 0 27 38 12 3 3 

Issues related to gender are taken into account at the 
planning stage, and students are provided with examples 
of practices used by both men and women 

20 30 26 11 6 14 35 27 11 6 18 42 21 5 6 15 35 23 8 6 

Students are provided with opportunities to explore a 
variety of cultural practices, including Asia and others 11 33 41 8 0 14 17 38 23 2 17 41 30 3 0 9 35 33 5 2 

Students are provided with opportunities to consider 
environmental perspectives in the development of their 
work 

14 47 24 8 0 5 24 42 15 6 14 38 33 6 2 11 44 26 5 0 

Students are provided with opportunities to reflect on 
their experiences of 
making/performing/composing/organising sound 

5 33 33 18 3 0 15 35 35 8 3 20 49 14 8 5 23 41 11 6 



 
IJEA Vol. 12 No. 11 - http://www.ijea.org/v12n11/ 16 
 
 

Table 1. (continued) 
 

How often the specified activities (recommended by the syllabus) occur during creative arts learning experiences. 
 Music Visual Art Drama Dance 
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Students perform music of different styles by singing, 
playing and moving using musical concepts 2 14 47 26 5 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

 
Students perform music from different times by singing, 
playing and moving using musical concepts 3 24 42 20 3 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

Students perform music from different cultures by 
singing, playing and moving using musical concepts 3 26 50 12 2 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

Students are provided with opportunities to organise 
sound into musical compositions using musical concepts 6 36 35 15 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

Students make artworks informed by their investigations 
of the world as subject matter -- -- -- -- -- 3 12 38 35 5 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

In making artworks, students are encouraged to consider 
the audience for their work -- -- -- -- -- 2 15 41 26 9 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

Students are provided with opportunities to recognise the 
roles of artists -- -- -- -- -- 2 15 46 27 3 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

Students are provided with opportunities to make drama 
collaboratively -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 2 18 35 27 11 -- -- -- -- -- 

Students are provided with opportunities to take on roles 
in drama -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 3 14 36 30 9 -- -- -- -- -- 

Students are provided with opportunities to create 
imagined situations shaped by the elements of drama -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 2 21 39 23 8 -- -- -- -- -- 

Students are provided with opportunities to actively 
engage in drama forms -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 5 15 44 20 9 -- -- -- -- -- 

Students are provided with opportunities to compose 
their own dances using the elements and contexts of 
dance 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 6 23 41 9 6 
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Table 1. (continued) 
 

How often the specified activities (recommended by the syllabus) occur during creative arts learning experiences. 
 Music Visual Art Drama Dance 
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Note 1. Numbers in table represent percentage of responses. 
Note 2. -- represents the absence of data due to certain activities being relevant only to certain artforms. 
 
 
 

Students are provided with opportunities to perform their 
own dances -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 3 17 39 17 9 

Students are provided with opportunities to perform the 
dances of others from different times and cultures using 
the elements and contexts of dance 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 3 26 39 12 5 

Taught as a separate subject 6 12 30 32 3 5 14 35 30 5 5 17 35 30 3 3 12 32 33 3 
Integrated with music -- -- -- -- -- 19 21 29 11 5 6 20 44 15 5 5 9 30 35 5 
Integrated with visual art 15 27 23 11 5 -- -- -- -- -- 11 38 29 8 2 21 32 20 5 2 
Integrated with drama 5 21 36 17 5 17 26 26 12 3 -- -- -- -- -- 9 15 36 20 5 
Integrated with dance 5 6 38 29 8 21 32 18 9 2 6 18 42 20 3 -- -- -- -- -- 
Integrated with English 11 21 36 7 5 8 12 33 26 5 5 15 47 21 2 24 29 23 3 3 
Integrated with mathematics 23 27 26 3 2 17 29 24 9 2 32 38 11 5 2 33 29 17 2 2 
Integrated with science 29 21 21 5 2 11 24 27 17 3 35 27 15 5 2 33 29 14 3 2 
Integrated with HSIE 9 12 39 17 5 3 12 38 26 8 8 21 39 17 2 15 20 30 15 2 
Integrated with PDHPE 17 14 35 14 5 18 29 26 6 6 17 17 38 17 2 8 11 30 24 9 
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respondents indicated that no time at all was allocated to certain types of activity, particularly 
in dance and drama. This is a further indication of curriculum expectations not being met, as 
is the fact that more than one quarter of respondents report teaching learning experiences in 
creative arts as isolated events as opposed to sequences of lessons. 
 
Table 1 presents findings in relation to how often specified activities (recommended by the 
syllabus) occur during creative arts learning experiences. In relation to all artforms, the 
majority of responses were in the ‘sometimes’ category. In relation to music, drama, and 
dance, the next highest number of responses was in the ‘rarely’ category, while in relation to 
visual art, the second highest number of responses was in the ‘often’ category. 
 
The findings reported in relation to research sub-question 2 indicate that the teaching of 
creative arts in the K-6 classrooms of the majority of respondents appears to be haphazard and 
for a minority non-existent. This confirms Alter et al.’s (2009) assumption that classroom 
teachers of K-6 creative arts are not able to meet the expectations of the creative arts 
curriculum, and Wiggins & Wiggins’ (2008) findings that classroom teachers were unable to 
meet curriculum expectations in music. This appears to be a recurring theme throughout the 
literature and is supported by the findings of this study. 
 

Sub-question 3: What are respondent teachers’ opinions and perceptions in relation to 
issues identified in the literature? 

The perceived ‘crowded curriculum’ 

The matter of a perceived ‘crowded curriculum’ was noted in the literature (Alter et al., 2009; 
Anderson, 2003; Davis, 2008; Dunkin, 2004; Hudson & Hudson, 2007; Pascoe et al., 2005; 
Russell-Bowie, 1993, 2002, 2009a; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005). This also emerged in 
open-ended response items in this study, with 22.7% of respondents listing ‘crowded 
curriculum and time restrictions’ as a reason for their belief that inclusion of four artforms in 
one KLA has negatively impacted the time dedicated to each of the artforms. This affirmation 
confirms the nature of the problem as widely recognised and present in a large number of 
schools. 
 
In response to the question “Do you believe that emphasis on other KLAs results in less time 
being devoted to Creative Arts?”, 60 (90.9%) respondents indicated “yes”, and 5 (7.5%) 
indicated “no”. Reasons given include: “Crowded curriculum” (7.5%); “Time” (39.4%); and 
“Pressure to improve literacy and numeracy as schools are publicly judged on these - other 
KLAs are seen as less vital” (16.7%). 
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In Alter et al.’s (2009) study, a large number of participants indicated that the arts were taught 
irregularly in their school, and that the priority given to the creative arts KLA was often lower 
than that given to other KLAs. The crowded curriculum surely exacerbates these issues. 
Garvis (2010) reported beginning teachers’ perceptions of the arts having a low status within 
schools compared to literacy and numeracy in particular, due in part to national testing in 
these areas. With teachers feeling pressure to focus on ‘core’ curriculum such as literacy and 
numeracy, creative arts is being pushed to the side. Anderson (2003) and Garvis (2010) point 
out the lack of support teachers receive in teaching areas not recognised as part of the ‘core’ 
curriculum. The findings of the present study indicate that inclusion of four artforms in the 
one KLA intensifies this issue with the subsequent result of even less time being devoted to 
each artform within the school curriculum. Almost one quarter of respondents in the present 
study recognised that the crowded curriculum impacts on the amount of time dedicated to the 
artforms indicating that this is a significant issue. 
 

Lack of support given for in-service teachers 

Anderson (2003), Chappell (2007), Garvis (2010), and Russell-Bowie (1993) all reference 
perceived lack of support from the education system as a barrier to effective teaching in the 
relevant artform. When asked how well supported they felt by the education system, half or 
more of respondents indicated ‘not very well’ in relation to all artforms. When asked to 
provide a reason for their response, 45.5% listed “lack of access to professional development 
opportunities”, 9.0% listed “Focus on literacy and numeracy results in less time for Creative 
Arts”, 4.5% listed “Lack of resources”, and 7.5% listed “Resources are adequate”. That 
45.5% of respondents indicated a lack of access to professional development opportunities is 
consistent with nearly half of respondents indicating that they had never undertaken in-service 
professional development opportunities in music or visual art, and more than half indicating 
this in relation to drama and dance. 
 
When asked the question “Do you believe that a teacher’s personal experience in an artform 
impacts their teaching of it?” 93.9% of participants indicated “yes”, and 6.1% of participants 
indicated “no”. This is consistent with findings indicating that respondents identified 
experience as a contributing factor to their confidence. Of those who indicated “yes”, 18.2% 
listed “increased knowledge and understanding” as the reason for their response, 27.3% 
indicated his/her belief that “increased experience results in increased confidence”, and 
19.7% stated that he/she believes “increased experience results in increased value for / 
enjoyment in an artform”. 
 
When asked what they believe has contributed to their level of confidence in teaching each of 
the artforms, 7.5% of participants indicated “professional development courses”, 16.7% 
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indicated “personal interest and enjoyment in an artform”, 4.5% indicated “use of commercial 
kits / ideas from others”, 12.1% indicated “personal ability”, and 48.5% indicated “experience 
(personal and/or professional)”. If these factors contribute to respondents’ confidence in 
teaching an artform then the perceived inadequacy of pre-service and in-service professional 
development and limited personal interests and experiences have likely impacted negatively 
on respondents’ confidence for teaching the artforms. 
 
The years in which the greatest amount of in-service training was undertaken by respondents 
was during the period in which implementation for the current syllabus first began (2002-
2005), followed closely by the years in which training began for the current syllabus (1999-
2001). 
 
This raises the question of whether teachers felt a greater need to undertake in-service 
professional development during this time, or whether schools and/or the Department of 
Education and Training provided more opportunities during these periods. In light of Garvis’ 
(2010) findings of teachers having been denied opportunities to access in-service professional 
development opportunities in the arts, perhaps the latter was more the case. In either case, in 
light of the assertions of Anderson (2003), Chappell (2007), and Russell-Bowie (1993), the 
lack of support by the education system felt by a substantial number of respondents likely 
presents a barrier to effective teaching in the artforms. 
Alter et al. (2009), Pascoe et al. (2005), and Russell-Bowie (1993, 2009b) also make reference 
to limited in-service professional development opportunities and support by the education 
system, indicating that this issue has existed for well over a decade and a half, and is still 
apparent today as can be seen in these findings. 
 

The generalist versus specialist debate 

The argument for specialist as opposed to generalist teachers for the creative arts subjects is 
discussed in the literature (Alter et al., 2009; Davis, 2008; Pascoe et al., 2005; Wiggins & 
Wiggins, 2008), with music education in particular identified as falling short of expectations 
when taught by generalists (Pascoe et al., 2005; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008). 
 
Participants were asked to provide a response to the question “Who do you believe should be 
primarily responsible for teaching each of the artforms?” by selecting either “generalist 
classroom teacher” or “specialist teacher”. It was found that the majority of respondents 
believe generalist teachers should be primarily responsible for teaching visual art, drama, and 
dance. Music is the only artform in which a greater number of respondents selected 
‘specialist’ as opposed to ‘generalist’, and is also the artform in which a large number of 
respondents felt little confidence in teaching. It is plausible that when responding to this 



 
Power & Klopper: The Classroom Practice  21 
 
 
question, respondents may have been influenced by their own feelings about teaching the 
artforms. 
 
Reasons given in support of “specialist teacher” include: “specialist skills are required” 
(12.1%), and “specialists have greater knowledge and/or confidence” (22.7%). In support of 
“generalist teacher”, 4 (6.0%) participants stated their belief that “teaching the artforms 
allows classroom teacher to develop his/her skills”. 
 
It is interesting to note that the one artform in which the majority of respondents in the current 
study indicated a belief that specialist teachers should be responsible for teaching (music) was 
also the artform that has received greatest attention in the literature for falling short of 
expectations. Pascoe et al. (2005) recommended improvement of pre-service music education 
for generalist teachers as an immediate priority. That a large number of teachers in the current 
study felt music would be better taught by specialists supports this, as regardless of who they 
believe should be teaching music, it is the generalist teachers who are almost always 
responsible for doing so. 

 
Conclusion 

The literature portrays a self-perpetuating cycle. Potential educators in many cases enter pre-
service teacher education with a lack of background experiences and content knowledge in 
one or more areas of creative arts education (Dunkin, 2004; Hudson & Hudson, 2007; 
Russell-Bowie, 2002; Russell-Bowie & Dowson, 2005; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008; Wright, 
1999). This contributes to the apparent insufficiency of pre-service teacher education 
addressing this deficit (Davis, 2008; Pascoe et al., 2005). Teachers then enter classrooms with 
a lack of pedagogical content knowledge and lack of confidence in teaching creative arts 
(Dunkin, 2004; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993; Wiggins & Wiggins, 2008), and 
subsequently their students receive a less than adequate education in the arts (Alter et al., 
2009; Anderson, 2003; Davis, 2008; Pascoe et al., 2005; Russell-Bowie, 1993; Wiggins & 
Wiggins, 2008). These are of course our next generation of potential teachers – and so the 
cycle continues.  
 
The picture presented by the findings of this study is one of primary school generalist teachers 
with limited experience in the artforms, and a large percentage of whom are not personally 
interested in the artforms, being responsible for the delivery of creative arts education. The 
limited experience is compounded by the perception of their pre-service education in the 
artforms as being less than adequate, feeling generally unsupported by the education system in 
the teaching of the artforms, and perceiving the current state of creative arts education in 
primary schools to be just ‘satisfactory’ if not ‘poor’. 
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Both this study and the supporting literature point to the need for change in order to ‘break’ 
the cycle. This research has made a contribution to addressing the need for research in the area 
of primary school classroom practice of creative arts education, and in doing so has 
contributed to beginning the process of ‘breaking the cycle’ by injecting new knowledge of 
classroom practice of creative arts education into the existing scholarship thus providing 
potential basis for reflection for future educators and policy makers. It is however only one 
study, and further research is needed to continue this goal. 

 
Implications for Continued Attendance 

Arts education in primary schools has been described as falling short of expectations in 
Australia as well as internationally. In many instances, pre-service and in-service teacher 
education does not provide adequate preparation or support for generalist teachers to meet the 
expectations of arts education curriculum. 
 
While all of the research reviewed is quite relevant and essential to understanding the current 
state of arts education, what are missing in those accounts are close encounters with 
curriculum transfer at a classroom level – what is the nature of arts education classroom 
practice? The reviewed studies did not provide this detail. 
 
The current study aimed to begin to address this gap. However, this is only one study, and 
given the limitations of an honours study, there is still much more that can and must be done. 
It is recommended that further research into classroom practice of arts education be 
conducted, and that this goes beyond the self report of teachers to conduct close investigation 
of arts education classroom practice through a case study approach utilising survey data, 
observations, and focus group interviews with a number of sources including teachers, 
students, and members of the wider school community. 
 
 

References 

Alter, F., Hays, T., & O’Hara, R. (2009). Creative arts teaching and practice: Critical 
reflections of primary school teachers in Australia. International Journal of Education 
& the Arts, 10(9), 1-21. 

Anderson, M. (2003). 'I took the road less travelled and that has made all the difference': The 
professional journeys of two primary drama educators. Drama Australia Journal, 
27(1), 5-14. 

Asbury, C., & Rich, B. (Eds.). (2008). Learning, arts and the brain: The Dana Consortium 
report on arts and cognition. New York: Dana Press. 



 
Power & Klopper: The Classroom Practice  23 
 
 
Baltagi, I. (2007). Music curricula in the Arab world. In L. Bresler (Ed.), International 

handbook of research in arts education (Vol. 1, pp. 167-168). The Netherlands: 
Springer. 

Bamford, A. (2006). The wow factor: Global research compendium on the impact of the arts 
in education. Münster: Waxmann. 

Board of Studies NSW. (2000). Creative arts K-6 units of work. Sydney: Board of Studies 
NSW. 

Board of Studies NSW. (2006). Creative arts K-6 syllabus. Sydney: Board of Studies NSW. 

Bourque, L. B., & Fielder, E. P. (1995). How to conduct self-administered and mail surveys. 
California: SAGE Publications. 

Bransom, J., Brown, A., Denson, K., Hoitsma, L., Pinto, Y., Wolf, D. P., et al. (2010). 
Creative learning: People and pathways. Dallas: Big Thought. 

Catterall, J. (2009). Doing well and doing good by doing art: The effects of education in the 
visual and performing arts on the achievements and values of young adults. London: 
Imagination Group. 

Catterall, J., & Waldorf, L. (1999). Chicago arts partnerships in education: Summary 
evaluation. In E. Fiske (Ed.), Champions of change: the impact of the arts on learning 
(pp. 47-62). Washington, DC: The Arts Education Partnership and the President’s 
Committee on Arts and Humanities. 

Chappell, K. (2007). Creativity in primary level dance education: Moving beyond assumption. 
Research in Dance Education, 8(1), 27-52. 

Cornett, C. (2007). Creating meaning through literature and the arts. New Jersey: Pearson 
Education. 

Davis, D. (2008). First we see: The national review of visual education. Australia: Australian 
Government. 

Deasy, R. J. (2002). Critical links: Learning in the arts and student achievement and social 
development. Washington, DC: Arts Education Partnership. 

DeMoss, K., & Morris, T. (2002). How arts integration supports student learning: Students 
shed light on the connections. Chicago, IL: Chicago Arts Partnerships in Education 
(CAPE). 

Duncum, P. (1999). Primary art pedagogy: Everything a generalist teacher needs to know. 
Australian Art Education, 21(3), 15-23. 

Dunkin, A. (2004). Gliding glissade not grand jete: Elementary classroom teachers teaching 
dance. Arts Education Policy Review, 105(3), 23-29. 



 
IJEA Vol. 12 No. 11 - http://www.ijea.org/v12n11/ 24 
 
 
Espeland, M. (2007). A Scandinavian perspective on music curriculum research. In L. Bresler 

(Ed.), International handbook of research in arts education (Vol. 1, pp. 175-178). The 
Netherlands: Springer. 

Ewing, R. (2010). The arts and Australian education: Realising potential. Victoria: Australian 
Council for Educational Research. 

Fiske, E. (Ed.). (1999). Champions of change: The impact of the arts on learning. 
Washington, DC: The Arts Education Partnership and the President’s Committee on 
Arts and Humanities. 

Gall, M. D., Gall, J. P., & Borg, W. R. (2007). Educational research an introduction (8th ed.). 
USA: Pearson International. 

Garvis, S. (2010). Supporting Novice Teachers of the Arts. International Journal of 
Education & the Arts, 11(8). 

Herbst, A. (2007). Integrated arts education in South Africa. In L. Bresler (Ed.), International 
handbook of research in arts education (Vol. 1, pp. 303). The Netherlands: Springer. 

Hudson, P., & Hudson, S. (2007). Examining preservice teachers' preparedness for teaching 
art. International Journal of Education & the Arts, 8(5), 1-25. 

Ingram, D., & Reidell, E. (2003). Arts for academic achievement: What does arts integration 
do for students? Minneapolis, MN: Center for Applied Research and Educational 
Improvement. 

Israel, D. (2008). Staying in school: Arts education and New York City high school graduation 
rates. New York: The Centre for Arts Education. 

Klopper, C. J., & Power, B. (2010). Illuminating the gap: An overview of classroom-based 
arts education research in Australia. International Journal of Education Through the 
Arts, 6(3), 293-308. 

Leung, C. (2007). Current developments in music curriculum in China, Hong Kong, and 
Taiwan. In L. Bresler (Ed.), International handbook of research in arts education 
(Vol. 1, pp. 169-172). The Netherlands: Springer. 

McDonald, N. (2010). Handbook for K-8 arts integration: Purposeful planning across the 
curriculum. Boston: Pearson Education. 

Pascoe, R., Leong, S., MacCallum, J., Mackinlay, E., Marsh, K., Smith, B., et al. (2005). 
National review of school music education. Retrieved from 
http://www.dest.gov.au/NR/rdonlyres/C9AFAE54-6D72-44CC-A346-
3CAF235CB268/8944/music_review_reportFINAL.pdf. 



 
Power & Klopper: The Classroom Practice  25 
 
 
President's Committee on the Arts and the Humanities. (2011). Reinvesting in arts education: 

Winning America's future through creative schools. Washington, DC: Author. 

Rudacliffe, D. (2010). This is your brain on art. Urbanite: Baltimore Magazine. 

Rusinek, G. (2007). Tradition and change in the Spanish music curriculum. In L. Bresler 
(Ed.), International handbook of research in arts education (Vol. 1, pp. 173-174). The 
Netherlands: Springer. 

Russell-Bowie, D. (1993). Where is music education in our primary schools? Research 
Studies in Music Education(1), 52-58. 

Russell-Bowie, D. (2002). Where in the world are we?: How the perceptions of Australian 
primary teacher education students differ from those from four other countries in 
relation to their background and confidence in music education. Australian Journal of 
Music Education(1), 33-44. 

Russell-Bowie, D. (2006). MMADD about the arts: An introduction to primary arts 
education. Frenchs Forest: Pearson Education Australia. 

Russell-Bowie, D. (2009a). Taming the wild beast! Developing preservice primary music 
education students' confidence and competence. Paper presented at the ASME XVII 
National Conference.  

Russell-Bowie, D. (2009b). What me? Teach music to my primary class? Challenges to 
teaching music in primary schools in five countries. Music Education Research, 11(1), 
23-36. 

Russell-Bowie, D., & Dowson, M. (2005). Effects of background and sex on confidence in 
teaching the creative arts: Tests of specific hypotheses. Paper presented at the 
Australian Association for Research in Education Conference. Retrieved from 
http://www.aare.edu.au/05pap/rus05351.pdf 

Shanahan, T., Callison, K., Carriere, C., Duke, N. K., Pearson, P. D., Schatscheinder, C., et al. 
(2010). Improving reading comprehension in kindergarten through 3rd grade: A 
practice guide. Washington, DC: National Center for Education Evaluation and 
Regional Assistance, Institute for Education Sciences, U. S. Department of Education. 

Sinclair, C., Jeanneret, N., & O'Toole, J. (2009). Education in the arts: Teaching and learning 
in the contemporary curriculum. South Melbourne: Oxford University Press. 

Thomas, D. R., & Jones, C. G. (1962). Stimulus generalization as a function of the frame of 
reference. Journal of Experimental Psychology, 64, 77–78. 

Wiggins, R., & Wiggins, J. (2008). Primary music education in the absence of specialists. 
International Journal of Education & the Arts, 9, 1-26. 



 
IJEA Vol. 12 No. 11 - http://www.ijea.org/v12n11/ 26 
 
 
Wiseman, D. (1999). Research strategies for education. Scarborough: Wadsworth Publishing 

Company. 

Wright, P. (1999). The thought of doing drama scares me to death. Research in Drama 
Education: The Journal of Applied Theatre and Performance, 4(2), 227 - 237. 

Zen Eddine, H. (2005). Arts in education: A study of reality, usefulness, and expectations. The 
Education Journal, 24, 39-46. 

 
 
About the Authors 

Bianca Power is a PhD candidate at Griffith University, Gold Coast, Australia. Her research 
is in the field of primary school arts education. Bianca’s research interests include classroom-
based practice, arts education as an umbrella term, and the use of portraiture. 
 
Christopher Klopper is a senior lecturer in the School of Education and Professional studies, 
Gold Coast Campus. He lectures in arts education and music education. He gained extensive 
experience through teaching at both state and private schools nationally and internationally, 
from early childhood through to University level as well as curriculum development, design 
and delivery for the Education Department in South Africa. Christopher publishes in the field 
of pre-service arts education, more specifically relating to music education; intentional 
provision of music in early childhood settings; and trans-national intercultural musical 
communication. 
 
  



International Journal of Education & the Arts 
 
 

Editors 
Margaret Macintyre Latta 

University of Nebraska-Lincoln, U.S.A. 
 

Christine Marmé Thompson 
Pennsylvania State University, U.S.A. 

 

Managing Editors 
Alex Ruthmann 

University of Massachusetts Lowell, 
U.S.A. 

 

Matthew Thibeault 
University of Illinois at  

Urbana-Champaign, U.S.A. 

 

Associate Editors 
Jolyn Blank 

University of South Florida, U.S.A. 
 

Chee Hoo Lum 
Nanyang Technological University, Singapore 

 
Marissa McClure 

University of Arizona, U.S.A. 
 

 

Editorial Board 
 

Peter F. Abbs  University of Sussex, U.K. 

Norman Denzin  University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, U.S.A. 

Kieran Egan  Simon Fraser University, Canada 

Elliot Eisner  Stanford University, U.S.A. 

Magne Espeland  Stord/Haugesund University College, Norway 

Rita Irwin  University of British Columbia, Canada 

Gary McPherson  University of Melbourne, Australia 

Julian Sefton-Green  University of South Australia, Australia 

Robert E. Stake  University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, U.S.A. 

Susan Stinson  University of North Carolina—Greensboro , U.S.A. 

Graeme Sullivan  Teachers College, Columbia University, U.S.A. 

Elizabeth (Beau) Valence Indiana University, Bloomington, U.S.A. 

Peter Webster  Northwestern University, U.S.A. 


	Introduction
	Rationale for this Research
	International and National Issues Identified in the Literature
	Research Questions

	Method
	Questionnaire as Research Instrument
	Participants
	Procedure
	Questionnaire distribution and collection
	Data analysis


	Results and Discussion
	Sub-question 1: Who is responsible for teaching creative arts in primary schools and what do we know about them?
	Teachers’ personal experience in creative arts
	Adequacy of pre-service teacher education
	In-service professional development
	Teacher confidence

	Sub-question 2: What is the nature of classroom practice in each artform in the K-6 classrooms of NSW Greater Western Region DET schools?
	The state of K-6 creative arts education

	Sub-question 3: What are respondent teachers’ opinions and perceptions in relation to issues identified in the literature?
	The perceived ‘crowded curriculum’
	Lack of support given for in-service teachers
	The generalist versus specialist debate


	Conclusion
	Implications for Continued Attendance
	References

